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February 3, 2007 


Dear Mr. Mai: 

In response to the Office Action regarding application #10/820,392 (Brubaker) 
issued on 1 1/03/06, 1 have provide arguments in favor of my client. Fd also like to thank 
you for your thoroughness in this matter. 

With respect to your position on Pfeifer (D3 7 1,23 7), I must insist that design patents 
cannot be used to argue a question of function. If this is taken strictly on appearance, I 
would also insist the either our device looks different from Pfeifer' s in size and 
appearance (please note the handles), or that Pfeifer's design looks too much like prior art 
that even you have referenced, and that it should not have been granted in the first place. 

With Van Slyke (801,279), an envelope is claimed. I understand this as a sanitary 
cover for a mattress. Absolutely nothing in it speaks to protection against physical 
damage at all. Again, if an envelope is to be interpreted as meaning any form of cover, 
for any purpose, then likewise the other references you list would not have been granted 
either. The use of the envelope has nothing in common with our use as a physical barrier 
against damage. I can provide you with much case history on granted utility patents for 
new uses of earlier granted utility patents, if you need. 

With Mason (3,126,933) and Mainwaring (D338,559), I must urge you to recognize 
that both the flap and fasteners are but a minor aspect of our invention. They cannot be 
considered as having been publicized by prior art, since they are not the invention, itself. 
Besides that, such things as snaps or flaps have always been used, and always will be 
used, as a means for fastening. Your reasoning on this suggests that nothing in the future 
should use snaps or flaps as a means of fastening ever again, because they were 
publicized long ago. I am sure that is not what you intend, respectfully. Please 
remember that our invention applies specifically to motorcycles. 


Regards, 



Ken Campbell 


